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Figure 2-1
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS

Conservation Areas

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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Figure 2-2
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS

Habitat Management Areas

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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Figure 2-3
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS

Sagebrush Focal Areas

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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Figure 2-4
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS

Wind and Solar Allocations

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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Figure 2-5
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS

Available and Unavailable to Grazing

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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Figure 2-6
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/FinalEIS

Commercial Service Airport and Landfill Development Allocations

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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Figure 2-7
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS

Utility Corridors Designation

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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Figure 2-8
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS
Major Right-of-Way Development Allocations

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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Figure 2-9
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS

Minor Right-of-Way Development Allocations

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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Figure  2-10
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS

Land Tenure Designations

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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Figure 2-11
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS

Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations Oil and Gas

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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Figure 2-12
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS

Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations Geothermal

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) or the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).The accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual
use or aggregate use with other data is not guaranteed.
National Greater Sage-Grouse Planning Strategy
BLM-USFS Sub-Regional EIS.  4/21/2015
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